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1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate 

paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the 

rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless 
(b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an 
application for patent, published under 
Section 122 (b) , by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection 
of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application 
designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty 
in the English language. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
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invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 5 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(e) as being fully met by Makai et al . Nakai et al . (see 
particularly column 2, lines 9-67) disclose processing solutions 
comprising residual color reducing compounds to remove residual 
sensitizing dye wherein the compounds comprise aromatic rings and 
aromatic heterocyclic rings and are within the scope of Formula I 
of instant claim 2 . The photographic materials of Nakai et al . 
contain the residual sensitizing dye reducing compounds after 
being treated with the processing solution and are still 
photosensitive prior to fixing. 

2. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
obvious over Goswami et al . Goswami et al . (see particularly 
column 2, line 6 - column 3, line 21) discloses treating 
solutions with residual sensitizing dye reducing compounds within 
the scope of Formula I of instant claim 2 . Naphthyl groups are 
preferred for A r in Goswami et al. and sulfo and carboxy groups 
are preferred as substituents for the A r groups. In regard to 
instant claims 4, 7 and 10, it would at least be obvious to one 
skilled in the art to use the preferred naphthyl groups for A r 
along with preferred carboxy substituents in the residual dye 
reducing compounds of Goswami et al . The photographic materials 
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of Goswami et al . would contain the residual dye reducing 
compounds after treatment with the treating solutions and still 
have light sensitivity prior to fixing. 

3. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being fully met by Suzuki et al. '134. Suzuki et al. (see 
particularly column 2, lines 13-45; compound 2) discloses 
processing solutions with residual sensitizing dye reducing 
aromatic compounds including compounds with carboxy substituted 
naphthyl rings within the scope of Formula I of instant claim 2 . 

The photographic materials of Suzuki et al . would contain the 
residual sensitizing dye reducing compounds after being treated 
with the processing solution. 

4. Claims 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Nakai et al . , Goswami et al . or Suzuki et 
al. '134 all further in view of Parton et al . and Yamashita et 
al. Yamashita et al . (see particularly column 1, line 58 - 
column 2, line 20; column 3, lines 36-53) and Parton et al. (see 
particularly column 2, line 55 - column 3, line 36; column 31, 
lines 49-60) disclose that it is known in the art to improve 
light absorption and spectral sensitivity of silver halide grains 
by using multiple layers of sensitizing dyes. As explained in 
paragraphs 1-3 above, Suzuki et al . , Goswami et al . and Nakai et 
al. disclose color photographic elements containing dye 
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sensitized silver halide grains wherein the elements are 
processed with solutions containing residual sensitizing dye 
reducing compounds with aromatic groups. It would be obvious to 
one skilled in the art to use silver halide grains sensitized 
with multiple layers of sensitizing dyes as disclosed in 
Yamashita et al . and Parton et al . in order to provide elements 
with increased light absorption and spectral sensitivity in Nakai 
et al., Goswami et al . or Suzuki et al. Alternatively, it would 
be obvious to one skilled in the art to use the processing 
solutions with residual sensitizing dye removing agents as set 
forth in Suzuki et al . , Nakai et al . or Goswami et al . as the 
processing solutions in Yamashita et al . or Parton et al. in 
order to reduce residual sensitizing dye stain in Parton et al . 
and Yamashita et al . 

5. Claims 1, 2, 5, 8, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the combination of 
Yamashita et al. and European Patent Publication 277509. 
Yamashita et al . (see particularly column 1, line 35 - column 2, 
line 20; column 50, lines 52-67) disclose color photographic 
materials with sensitizing dyes forming multiple layers absorbed 
on silver halide grains. Yamashita et al . disclose incorporating 
compounds into their elements to reduce color stain due to the 
presence of residual color developing agent or other side 
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reactions after processing. The residual color stain reducing 
agents useful in Yamashita et al. are disclosed, by incorporation 
by reference, as being those of European Patent Publication 
277,589. The European Patent Publication (see particularly page 
4, lines- 25-55; pages 8-31; compounds 16, 21, 23, 28, 51, 81-90) 
include aromatic compounds including compounds with two aromatic 
rings joined by linkages containing double bonds within the scope 
of Formula 1 of instant claim 2. Therefore, it would at least be 
obvious to one skilled in the art to use the aromatic ring 
containing residual color reducing agents of the European patent 
publication to reduce residual color stain in Yamashita et al. 

6. Claims 1, 2,5, 8, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the combination of 
Parton et al . and Morigaki et al . Parton et al . (see 
particularly column 2, line 55 - column 3, line 26; column 31, 
lines 49-60) discloses photographic silver halide elements with 
multiple layered sensitizing dyes with silver halide grains which 
may contain the stain reducing agents of U.S. Patent 5,068,171 to 
Morigaki et al . incorporated by reference. The stain reducing 
agents of Morigaki et al . (see particularly column 3, line 4 - 
column 4, line 15; column 41, lines 3 8-50; compounds I -10, 18, 
30-41, 51, 60-63; III-l, 30-34, 37-40, 58) include those with 
aromatic rings including two aromatic rings as in Formula 1 of 
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instant claim 2 which would at least be obvious to use in Parton 
to reduce stain. 

7. Claims 1, 2, 5 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by Vargas et al. Vargas et al . (see 
particularly column 3, lines 1-32; column 6, lines 38-49) 
disclose silver halide photographic materials with residual 
sensitizing dye reducing compounds within the scope of Formula I 
of instant claim 2 when R in Vargas is aromatic. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 5 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by Merkel et al. Merkel et al. (see 
particularly column 2, lines 2-53; compounds 8-10) disclose 
silver halide photographic materials containing compounds that 
reduce sensitizing dye stain or residual color within the scope 
of Formula I of instant claim 2 when R 1 and R 2 in Merkel are 
phenyl . 

9. Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Yamashita et al . or Parton et al . both 
in view of Vargas et al . and Merkel et al . Parton et al . and 
Yamashita et al. disclose color photographic materials with 
silver halide sensitized with multiple layers of sensitizing dyes 
in order to increase light absorption and spectral sensitivity. 
Vargas et al. and Merkel et al . disclose dye sensitized silver 
halide color photographic elements containing compounds that 
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reduce residual sensitizing dye to prevent dye stain. The 
compounds in Vargas et al. and Merkel et al . are within the scope 
of Formula I of instant claim 2 as explained in paragraphs 7 and 
8 above. It would be obvious to one skilled in the art to use 
multiple layers of sensitizing dyes as taught in Parton et al . 
and Yamashita et al. to sensitize the silver halide grains in 
Vargas et al . and Merkel et al . in order to increase light 
absorption and spectral sensitivity in the elements of Vargas et 
al . and Merkel et al. Alternatively, it would be obvious to one 
skilled in the art to use the residual sensitizing dye reducing 
compounds of Vargas et al. and Merkel et al. containing aromatic 
rings in the silver halide photographic elements of Parton et al . 
or Yamashita et al. in order to reduce residual sensitizing dye 
stain. 

10. The prior art submitted by applicants has been 
considered. Ikegawa et al. and Singer et al. are cited of 
interest in the art as disclosing silver halide elements with 
aromatic residual sensitizing dye reducing compounds. Suzuki et 
al . '902 is cited of interest in the art as disclosing processing 
solutions with residual sensitizing dye reducing compounds 
containing two linked aromatic rings. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be 
directed to Mr. Schilling at telephone number (571) 272-1335. 
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